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ATTACHMENT TO ADVISORY ACTION 

Applicant submits that, as Momoda is silent with regard to tensile strength, the reference "cannot possibly 
teach or suggest controlling the ratio of monomers" in order to obtain the presently claimed tensile 
strength (p4). 

As noted in previous actions, the amount of monomers disclosed by Momoda '038 significantly overlaps 
the presently claimed amounts. For example, Momoda's amounts nearly completely fall within the bounds 
of claim 4 as shown by Table II. 

Table II 





'038 


Claim 1 


Claim 4 


Applicant 
Claim 6 Claim 7 


Claim 9 


Claim 10 


(A)/(IM) 


1-50% 


5-89% 


0-89% 


5-89% 


30-77 


0-89% 


0-70% 


(B)/(l) 


1-50 


1-15 


1-60 


1-15 


3-10 


1-60 


10-60 


(C)/(ll) 


25-97 


10-80 


10-90 


10-80 


20-60 


10-90 


20-90 



Furthermore, exemplary monomers disclosed by Momoda '038 include the exact same exemplary 
monomers disclosed by Applicant for all three monomers. One of ordinary skill would recognize the 
necessity of creating a lens that can withstand a baseline amount of abuse. Thus, one could reasonably 
experiment with the conditions of the invention to arrive at a tensile strength greater than 20kgf. 

Applicant submits "there is no correlation between tensile strength and the overall HL hardness of the 
lens as shown by the data presented (p4). 

Regarding the data, the examiner again notes only examples 10, 11, 15, 24, 25, 34, and 35 disclose the 
required three monomers of the present claims. The other examples use monomers not relied upon for 
the rejection. Furthermore, the examiner notes his position is that one could reasonably experiment with 
the conditions of the invention to arrive at a tensile strength greater than 20kgf. 

The present specification does not appear to provide any specific guidance on how to vary the three 
monomers within the presently claimed ranges to arrive at the presently claimed tensile strength, other 
than the specific examples. That is, other than the disclosed weight ranges, and highly specific values 
within those ranges, Applicant appears to rely on the experimental nature of the art to enable the 
disclosure of the present invention. Momoda '038 discloses the same materials used in the same 
amounts as claimed. The examiner submits that one of ordinary skill, wishing to improve the ability of a 
lens to withstand abuse or stress, would reasonably experiment with the conditions of Momoda '038 to 
arrive at a tensile strength greater than 20 kgf. 

Applicant notes impact strength differs from tensile strength. Applicant also notes Momoda does not 
describe or suggest rimless spectacles (p5). 

The examiner noted impact strength as one of numerous properties that one of ordinary skill would have 
in mind when varying the monomers used in Momoda '038. The examiner notes Applicant's claim do not 
require rimless spectacles. Furthermore, the examiner notes rimless spectacles were known at the time of 
the invention. 

/John Freeman/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1794 

/Callie E. Shosho/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1794 



